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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 22 - 55 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Meyerson et al. (US 5,579,487) in view of Morris etal. (US 4,884,132). 

(1) with regard to claims 22, 37 and 49: 

Meyerson et al. discloses a system and method, comprising: an imaging device 
(CCD, 160 on Fig. 6; column 9 line 27) for capturing an image; processing circuitry for 
processing the image (inherent since all CCDs consist of integrated circuitry for 
processing captured image); a wireless communication interface (RF MOD, 30 on Fig. 
1; column 5, lines 58 - 61); a display deice for providing feedback to a user (display, 50 
on Fig. 1 ; column 6, lines 34 - 35); 

Meyerson et al. does not expressly disclose using the wireless communication 
interface for transmitting image. 

Morris et al. teaches an image being processed and transmitted over a celluar 
network (column 1 , lines 35 - 39). 

It would have been desirable to transmit image over a wireless network because 
it would enable the image to be available to viewers as a remote location and thus 
greatly increase the productivity of the system. Therefore, it would have been obvious 
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to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use the method as taught 
by Morris et al. in the system of Meyerson et al. 

(2) with regard to claims 23, 39 and 51: 

Meyerson et al. further discloses that the imaging device is a charge coupled 
device (column 9, line 27). 

(3) with regard to claims 24, 40 and 52: 

Meyerson et al. further discloses that the image is a one dimensional code or a 
two dimensional code (column 9, lines 28 - 29). 

(4) with regard to claims 25 - 27 and 41 - 42 : 

Meyerson et al. further discloses that the image is text, handwriting or a picture 
(inherent since all charge coupled devices can capture image, and text, handwriting or 
pictures are all images, and the process in which image is being processed by the CCD 
is when information in the image being identified). 

(5) with regard to claims 28 and 47: 

Meyerson et al. discloses all of the subject matter as discussed above but fails to 
expressly disclose that the wireless communication interface (30; column 5, lines 58 - 
60) is used for communication speech. 

The Examiner takes Official Notice that the use of speech communication in 
cellular network is well known in the art. And it would have been desirable to use 
wireless communication interface for communicating speech because it would enable 
speech to be available to a remote location, thus increase the productivity of the 
system. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
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time of the invention to include speech communication into the system of Meyerson et 
al. 

(6) with regard to claims 29 and 46: 

Meyerson et al. further discloses that the wireless communication interface is 
compatible with a cellular network (column 5, lines 58 - 60). 

(7) with regard to claim 30: 

Meyerson et al. further discloses that the wireless communication interface uses 
a spread spectrum technique (column 5, lines 58 - 61). 

(8) with regard to claims 31 - 33 and 45: 

Meyerson et al. discloses all of the subject matter as discussed above but fails to 
expressly disclose that transmitting the image to a local area network, a packet network, 
or a TCP/IP network. 

The Examiner takes Official Notice that local area network, packet network, and 
TCP/IP network are all well known in the art. It would have been desirable to transmit 
image over these networks because it would enable the image to be available to 
viewers as a remote location, and also is economical incentive since TCP/IP is a widely 
used technology and using it would eliminate the need for designing a brand new 
network protocol, make the network easier to be accessible by other networks. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to use TCP/IP packet network and local area network in the system of 
Meyerson et al. 

(9) with regard to claims 34, 35, 43, 44, 53 and 54 : 
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Meyerson et al. further discloses that decoding the image from a first 
representation to a second representation; and the second representation is a digital 
representation (inherent since a CCD senses an image of an object, which is the first 
representation, and turns the captured image into a digital format, which is the second 
representation of the image). 

(10) with regard to claim 36: 

Meyerson et al. further discloses that a character recognition process (column 9, 
line 28, a bar code scanner does character recognition). 

(11) with regard to claims 38 and 50: 

Meyerson et al. further discloses that the capturing, the processing and the 
transmitting occurs within the same device (work slate unit, A on Fig. 1). 

(12) with regard to claims 48 and 55: 

Meyerson et al. further discloses displaying information to a user (column 6, lines 
34 - 35). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Bo Hui A. Zhu whose telephone number is (571)270- 
1086. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thur 10am-6pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hassan Kizou can be reached on (571)272-3088. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



BZ 

April 20, 2007 




